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DETAILED ACTION 



1. Claims 1-41 are presented for examination. 



2. It is noted that although the present application does contain line numbers in the 
specification and claims, the line numbers in the claims do not correspond to the preferred 
format. The preferred format is to number each line of every claim, with each claim beginning 
with line 1. For ease of reference by both the Examiner and Applicant all future correspondence 
should include the recommended line numbering. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1, 6-7, 1 1-12, 16-18, 21, 24, 25-28, 29, 30, 34-36 and 40-41are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gelman et al, U.S. Patent 6,415,329 (hereinafter 
Gelman) in view of "Official Notice". 



5. As per claim 1,12, 24, 27, 29, 30, 34-36 and 40-41, Gelman taught the invention 
substantially as claimed in a computer system acting as a host of multiple virtual computer 
systems for communicating with remote computer systems on behalf of the virtual computer 
systems (fig. 9A; col. 15, lines 28-3 1), remote and host computer systems each having a unique 
network address (fig. 14), the communicating on behalf of a virtual computer system performed 
by using the virtual computer system network address in place of the host computer system 
network address (fig. 2; col. 10, lines 9-21), the method comprising: 

communicating with a remote computer system on behalf of the host computer system 

(col. 28, lines 48-52)by 

creating a first communication socket on the host computer system whose 
destination is the network address of the remote computer system (col. 28, lines 64-col. 
29, lines 15; col. 29, lines 46-53); 

during establishment of a connection with the remote computer system using the 
first communication socket, responding to a query for a source network address for the 
first communication socket by determining and providing the network address of the host 
computer system (col. 10, lines 9-13); and 
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sending a message to the remote computer system from the host computer system 
by using the first communication socket, the sent message including the source network 
address of the host computer system (col. 10, lines 9-13; col. 29, lines 54-65); and 

for each of multiple of the virtual computer systems, communicating with a 
remote computer system on behalf of that virtual computer system (fig. 14; col. 28, lines 
48-57) by 

determining that a message is to be sent from that virtual computer system to the 
remote computer system(col. 29, lines 16-25; col. 9, lines 66-67; col. 16, lines 35-45); 

creating a communication socket on the host computer system whose destination 
is the network address of the remote computer system (col. 9, lines 1-2; col. 10, lines 14- 
16; col. 16, lines 53-55, col. 29, lines 34-53); 

before using the created communication socket to establish a connection with the 
remote computer system, binding the network address of that virtual computer system to 
be a source of the created communication socket (col. 9, lines 1-2; col. 10, lines 14-16; 
col. 16, lines 63-64; col. 29, lines 46-65); and 

sending a message to the remote computer system from the host computer system 
on behalf of that virtual computer system by using the created communication socket, the 
sent message including the bound source network address of the virtual computer system 
(col. 9, lines 1-2; col. 10, lines 9-12; col. 16, lines 63-col. 17, lines 4; col. 29, lines 60- 
col. 30, lines 36.), 
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so that the remote computer system receives communication over the host 

E 
I 

S 

computer system communication socket as if the host computer system were that virtual 
computer system (col. 10, lines 16-31). 

6. Gelman did not teach communicating with a first remote computer system and a second 
remoter computer system. "Official Notice" is taken for the concept of a gateway 
communicating on behalf of a virtual computer system with multiple remote computer system is 
known and accepted in the art. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to detailing a gateway in communication with multiple 
remote computer system because by doing so would increase the efficiency of Gelman' s system 
by allowing a gateway to manage multiple communication sessions between virtual computer 
systems and multiple remote computer systems rather than a gateway for each communication 
session. 

7. As per claims 6 and 16, Gelman taught the invention as claimed in claims 1 and 12 
above. Gelman further taught wherein the unique network address for each of the virtual, remote 
and host computer systems is an Internet Protocol address (fig. 14). 

8. As per claims 7 and 17, Gelman taught the invention as claimed in claims 1 and 12 
above. Gelman did not specifically detailing the unique network address is a domain name. 
"Official Notice" is taken for the concept of computer systems with a Domain Name System 
domain name is known and accepted in the art. It would have been obvious to one having 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to include a domain name because 
by doing so would allowed a user to associate a computer system with a domain name instead of 
complicated IP address. 

9. As per claim 11, Gelman taught the invention as claimed in claim 1 above. Gelman 
further taught wherein the query for the source network address for the first communication 
socket is made by an operating system of the host computer system (col. 5, lines 38-48). 

10. As per claim 18, Gelman taught the invention as claimed in claim 12 above. Gelman 
further taught wherein the virtual network addresses are hosted by the computing device as a 
service to customers (col. 5, lines 5-8). 

11. As per claim 2 1 , Gelman taught the invention as claimed in claim 1 2 above. Gelman 
further taught wherein the sending of information to a remote computing device using a created 
communication socket includes: 

making a connection request to the remote computing device over the created 
communication socket, the connection request including an indication of the virtual 
network address (col. 26, lines 46-65; col. 28, lines 64-col. 29, lines 15); and 

receiving an indication from the remote computing device that the connection is accepted (col. 

29, lines 67-col. 30, lines 7). 
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12. As per claim 25-26 and 28, Gelman did not specifically detailing the type of computer- 
readable medium. "Official Notice" is taken for the concept of computer-readable medium such 
as memory or data transmission medium is known and accepted in the art. It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to include 
different types of computer-readable medium because by doing so would increase the field of use 
in their systems. 



13. Claims 2-3, 22, 31 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gelman in view Raychaudhuri, U.S. Patent 4,745,599 (hereinafter Raychaudhuri) 

14. As per claims 2-3, 22, 31 and 37, Gelman taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claims 1, 12, 30 and 36 above. Gelman did not teach adding information to the received 
message. Raychaudhuri taught 

adding information to the received message indicating that the message was received 
from the virtual computer system (col. 4, lines 20-26). 



15. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Gelman and Raychaudhuri because 
Raychaudhuri's method of adding information to the received message would increase the user 
alertness of Gelman's system by allowing the user to view the sender that is added to the 

received message. 
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16. Claims 4-5, 8, 15 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gelman in view of Applicant Admission of Prior Art [AAPA]. 



17. As per claims 4, 15 and 23, Gelman taught the invention as claimed in claims 1 and 12 
above. Gelman did not teach the sent messages are emails. AAPA taught wherein the sent 
messages are emails (Specification, page 1, lines 1-3). 

18. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Gelman and AAPA because AAPA would 
increase the field of use in Gelman' s system by allowing emails to be used with the system. 

19. As per claim 5, Gelman and AAPA taught the invention as claimed in claim 4 above. 
AAPA further taught wherein the sending of the emails is performed by an executing copy of 
Sendmail (Specification, page 3, 10-19). 

20. As per claim 8, Gelman taught the invention as claimed in claim 1 above. Gelman did 
not teach sharing memory of the host computer system. AAPA taught wherein the hosted virtual 
computer systems share memory, storage and processing of the host computer system. 

21 . It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Gelman and AAPA because AAPA would 
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increase the efficiency of Gelman' s system by allowing a host computer system to be use by 
multiple virtual computer systems. 

22. Claims 9, 19 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gelman in view of Sandelman et al, U.S. Patent 6,717,513 (hereinafter Sandelman). 

23. As per claims 9, 19 and 38, Gelman taught the invention as claimed in claims 1, 12 and 
36 above. Gelman did not teach remoter user accessing the virtual computer system. Sandelman 
taught wherein the determining that a message is to be sent from a virtual computer system to the 
second remote computer system includes: 

receiving an indication from a remote user to access resources of the virtual computer 
system (col. 17, lines 44-51); 

after determining that the remote user is a defined user of the virtual computer system, 
providing access to the resources (col. 11, lines 19-24; col. 5, lines 67-coL 6, lines 2); 
receiving an indication from the remote user to create a message having a recipient that is 
a user of the second remote computer system (col. 17, lines 44-61); and 
creating the message from the defined user of the virtual computer system with the user 
of the second remote computer system as a recipient, and wherein the message sent to the 
second remote computer system from the host computer system on behalf of the virtual 
computer system is the created message (col. 17, lines 44-61). 
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24. Sandelman did not teach a recipient is a user of the remote computer system. "Official 
Notice" is taken for the concept of sending message to a user of the remote computer system is 
known and accepted in the art. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to include a recipient that is a user of the remote computer 
system because by doing so would allow emails to be send to a remote recipient. 

25. Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gelman in view 
of et al, U.S. Patent 6,658,454 (hereinafter Delany). 

26. As per claim 32, Gelman taught the invention as claimed in claim 30 above. Gelman and 
Sandelman did not storing messages in a queue. Delany taught after the creating of the message 
and before the sending of the message, storing the created message temporarily in a queue of 
outgoing messages for the virtual computer system (col. 2, lines 1-13). 

27. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Gelman and Delany because Delany' s method 
of temporarily queuing outgoing message would increase the efficiency of Gelman' s system by 
allowing outgoing message to be temporarily queue during high network traffic. 

28. Claims 13 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gelman 
in view of et al, U.S. Patent 5,889,954 (hereinafter Gessel). 
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29. As per claims 13 and 33, Gelman taught the invention as claimed in claims 12 and 30 
above, Gelman did not teach without binding a network address to the socket. Gessel taught 
without binding a virtual network address to the first communication socket, sending information 
to the first remote computing device using the first communication socket such that the sent 
information includes the assigned network address (col. 4, lines 46-57). 

30. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Gelman and Gessel because Gessel' s method of 
without binding a network address would increase the system flexibility of Gelman' s system by 
allowing unbind network computer to use the communication socket. 

31. Claims 10, 20 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gelman and Sandelman in view of Delany. 

32. As per claims 10, 20 and 39, Gelman and Sandelman taught the invention as claimed in 
claims 9, 19 and 38 above. Gelman and Sandelman did not storing messages in a queue. Delany 
taught after the creating of the message and before the sending of the message, storing the 
created message temporarily in a queue of outgoing messages for the virtual computer system 
(col. 2, lines 1-13). 



33. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Gelman, Sandelman and Delany because 
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Delany's method of temporarily queuing outgoing message would increase the efficiency of 
Gelman's and Sandelman's system by allowing outgoing message to be temporarily queue 
during high network traffic. 



34. As per claim 14, Gelman and Gessel taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 13 above. Gelman and Gessel did not teach adding information to the received message. 
Raychaudhuri taught 

adding information to the received message indicating that the message was received 
from the virtual computer system (col. 4, lines 20-26). 

35. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Gelman, Gessel and Raychaudhuri because 
Raychaudhuri' s method of adding information to the received message would increase the user 
alertness of Gelman's and Gessel' s systems by allowing the user to view the sender that is added 
to the received message. 



CONCLUSION 



36. A shortened statutory period for reply to this Office action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. 
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37. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Philip C Lee whose telephone number is (703)305-7721. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 AM TO 5:30 PM Monday to Thursday and every other 
Friday. 



38. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (703)305-8498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703)872-9306. 



39. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)350-6121. 



PL. 



